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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . The later-filed application must be an application for a patent for an invention 
which is also disclosed in the prior application (the parent or original nonprovisional 
application or provisional application). The disclosure of the invention in the parent 
application and in the later-filed application must be sufficient to comply with the 
requirements of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. See Transco Products, Inc. v. 
Performance Contracting, Inc., 38 F.3d 551, 32 USPQ2d 1077 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

The disclosure of the prior-filed application, Application No. 60/536714, fails to 
provide adequate support or enablement in the manner provided by the first paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for claims 14-25 of this application. The "multimedia entertainment 
center" disclosure in the current specification is not present in the provisional application 
60/536714. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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3. Claims 1-3,12, 14-16, 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Henty (U.S. Patent 6,094,1 56). 

As to claim 1 , Henty (Fig 1 ) discloses a pointing device (top side of 1 0), 
comprising: a first surface (top surface 10) including an interface (12) to control a 
multimedia entertainment center (PC/TV entertainment system) (see column 1 line 59- 
62) having a personal computer (218) and a display (TV monitor 222); and a second 
surface (i.e. surface which is inner side of 10), opposite said first surface, including an 
input device (60) to remotely move a pointer (24) on the display (see column 3, line 48 - 
column 4, line 20). 

Claim 14 is analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 above 
because it substantially recites the same limitations as claim 1 . 

As to claim 2, Henty teaches the pointing device according to claim 1 , further 
comprising first and second select buttons (62, 64) coupled to the input device (see Fig 
2A). 

As to claim 3, Henty teaches the pointing device according to claim 1 , wherein 
the input device comprises a touch pad (60) (see column 4, lines 10-14). 

As to claim 12, Henty teaches the pointing device according to claim 1 , wherein 
the input device and the select buttons are coupled to the personal computer (218) by a 
wireless interface (36) (see column 4, lines 25-26) (see Fig 10). 

Claims 15, 16 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 2 and 
3, respectively because they recite the same limitations. 
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As to claim 24, Henty teaches the multimedia entertainment center according to 
claim 14, further comprising a switch (106) to selectively control operations on the first 
surface and the second surface (see column 5, lines 25-33). 

As to claim 25, Henty teaches the multimedia entertainment center according to 
claim 14, further comprising a wireless keyboard (see Fig 6A, 6B, 6C) having a cradle 
formed (124) to cradle the pointing device (122) and enable the input device to remotely 
move the pointer on the display (222) (i.e. the retractable pointing device goes into body 
of the keyboard which serves as a cradle). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 6-7, 13, 17, 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Henty in view of Derocher (U.S.P.G. Pub 2004/0027341). 

As to claim 4, Henty teaches the pointing device in claim 3, but does not teach 
wherein the touch pad comprises a capacitive-sensing touch pad. Derocher teaches 
wherein the touch pad (7) comprises a capacitive-sensing touch pad (see [0042]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used the touch pad mechanism of Derocher inside 
the remote control system of Henty to enable, "feedback that is responsive to the user 
input and provide the user the ability to intuitively determine the mode of operation of 
the touch pad." (see Derocher [0004]). 

As to claim 6, Derocher teaches the pointing device according to claim 4 wherein 
the capacitive-sensing touch pad (7) further comprises a second simulator interface to 
simulate scrolling (see [0033]). 

As to claims 7 and 20, Derocher teaches the pointing device according to claim 
4, wherein the capacitive-sensing touch pad (7) comprises a transparent capacitive- 
sensing touch pad (see [0028]). 

As to claim 13, Derocher the pointing device according to claim 12, wherein the 
wireless interface comprises a Bluetooth interface (see [0026]). 

Claims 17 and 19 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claim 4 
and 6, respectively because they recite the same limitations. 

6. Claims 5, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Henty in view of Derocher (U.S.P.G. Pub 2004/0027341) as applied to claims 4, 6-7, 13, 
17, 19-20 above, and further in view of Anderson (U.S. Patent 6,424,338). 

As to claim 5, note the discussion of Henty and Derocher above, Derocher 
teaches the capacitive-sensing touch pad, but does not teach that it further comprises a 
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first simulator interface to simulate mouse clicks. Anderson teaches a first simulator 



interface to simulate mouse clicks (see column 5, lines 36-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used the mouse click functionality of Anderson 
inside the remote control of Henty as modified by Derocher to enable, "intuitive" 
functionality which allows a user to choose the control gain configuration in a manner 
that is more direct and intuitive than conventional touch pad (see Anderson column 2, 
line 7). 

Claim 18, is analyzed as previously disclosed with respect to claim 5 because it 
recites the same limitations. 

7. Claims 8-11, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Henty in view of Derocher as applied to claims 4, 6-7, and 17, 19-20 above, and 
further in view of Trent and et al. (U.S.P.G. Pub 2004/0252109). 

As to claim 8, note the discussion of Henty and Derocher above, Henty teaches 
the pointing device according to claim 2, further comprising a multi-directional controller 
(24) on the first surface to remotely move the pointer on the display (222), but does not 
mention a pointing stick. Trent teaches a pointing stick for moving the pointer (see 
[0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the pointing stick structure and the control system 
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of Trent in place of the multi-directional controller of Henty as modified by Derocher 
because Trent's pointing stick would provide the cursor moving indefinitely without 
being picked up and repositioned as a conventional input (see [0002] of Trent). 

As to claim 9, Trent teaches the pointing device according to claim 8, further 
comprising an interlock (i.e. the system is able to extract which sensor is being used 
and use this information to reject simultaneous input on multiple sensors) (see [01 14]) 
to cooperatively control inputs from the pointing stick (24) (see [0025]) on the first 
surface and the input device (26) (see figure 2) on the second surface. 

. As to claim 10, Henty teaches the pointing device (24) according to claim 8, 
wherein the input device and the select buttons (62, 64) are coupled to the personal 
computer by a wireless interface (36) (see column 4, lines 25-26) (see Fig 10). 

Claimsl 1, and 21-23 are analyzed as previously disclosed with respect to claim 
8,10,11,13, respectively because they recite the same limitations. 

Conclusion 

McLoone (U.S.P.G. Pub 2005/0025549) is cited to teach a similar control system 
with multiple interactive control devices. 



Inquiry 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Calvin Ma whose telephone number is (571)270-1713. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chanh Nguyen can be reached on (571 )272-7772. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Calvin Ma 
March 15, 2007 
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